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AS. 


Proper ANSWER s- 


* 


Reyd SIR, 3 


HE World has lately been fa- 
vour d with a very Neceſlary and 


Uſetul Work: A plain Account of 
the Nature and End of the Sacrament of 
the Lord's Supper. This Diſcourſe has 


generally been attributed to a Right Reve- 
rend Prelate, Who has been long the Glo- 
, ry, and the Envy, of our Church: Whi- 
of 


er He be really the Author of it, I ſhall 
not take upon me, to determine : But of 
This J am ſure, that It is a Labour truly 


worthy of ſo Great a Man: — The Mani- 


feſt Deſign of it being, to explain an Im- 


portant Point of Religion, which has 


been very much miſtaken ;—To ſhew the 
Real Nature, and the True End of the 
Euchariſt ;—to remove the falſe Confi- 
dences, that have been plac'd in it ; and 
to guard againſt the many Superſtitious 
Notions, that have been entertain d a- 
bout it. This Diſcourſe has met exactly 

A with 


„ 
with the Treatment, that was expected: 
It has been receiv'd differently, according 


Uncharitableneſs of your Performance, I 
ſhall conſider a little, that moſt Droll- 
Dialogue, by which we are introduc d 
to your more ſerious Remarks. 
According therefore to your own moſt 
elegant Expreſſion: Let us begin from = 
| E. 


wh, cs. cod 


to the different Inclinations and Perſwa- Ft 
ſions of its Readers. Men of Real Piety od 
and Learning, have found, a Real and ; 
Reaſonable Satisfaction, from it. The Su- 0 
perſtitious, Who will always look upon 2 
Their « Follies as Sacred, have declared 
themſelves greatly oftended at it, and 4 
have declaim d againſt it, with no ſmall | 1 
degree of Clamour and Abuſe, Xou, Sir, ce 
are the only Perſon, that has been pleas d a8 
to make your ſelf Merry with it. Neither are 7 
we to wonder, if the ſame Subject, which p 
thall be treated of Superſtitiouſſy by a Bi- , 
got, ſhould be handled Ridiculouſly by a t] 
Buffoon. Every Man has His Own Way of ® », 
Thinking, and Writing: But whether x 
Every Way be proper, for treating the > 
Important Truths of Religion, is a Point - 
which {ſhall be examin d in its turn. At 8 
preſent, Sir, I ſhall follow you in your j 
Own way, and before I make any Re- , 
flections upon the Weakneſs, as well as . 


431 


beginning (p. 4) Let us conſider, who the 


perſons are, of Whom this moſt Curi- 
& ous Converſation- piece is compos'd, 


The Firſt of them is one Mr. Oldways, a 


Gentleman in the main, very Ig 
and Orthodox, but Who, throughout the 


whole firſt Dialogue, 1s juſt as Oad and 


- Comical as His Companion. But we are 


to look upon Him, as Sneering with a 
very Grave Face, and concealing His 
real Sentiments, from the Gentleman He 


| converſes with. So far the Character 
agrees exactly with the Perſon, to whom 
7 This Extraordinary Piece has been attri- 


buted, But there is another Part of Mr. 
Oldways's Character, which has Puzzled 


4 the World very much: and That is, where 


tis declar d, that He has made Divinity 


His Conſtant Study. (p. 19.) Now 'tis 


Notorious, that the Gentleman, Who is 
commonly reputed to be the Author of 
theſe Dialogues, turn'd Himſelf very late 
to the Study of Divinity. That he had 
try d his Fortune in every Place, and al- 
molt every Way, before he ſer up for a 


Divine, That he had moſt UoſucceGfully 


apply d himſelf to the Law, and been 
driven from the Bar, for many Years, 
before He took Sanctuary in the Church, 
and that he was hired, at almoſt the Laſt 
| 422 * Hour, 


( 4 ] 

Hour, into the Vineyard. Theſe Cir- 
cumſtances make it a little Uncertain , | 
whether This Performance 1s really to be | 
given, to the Gentleman, to whom it has | 
deen attributed? Unleſs we ſuppoſe, that 
He can change His Character, as often, 
as He has done His Name. | 
The other Perſon, who has a ſhare in 
This Converſation, is a very ſimple Gen- 
tleman indeed; at the ſame time, both *' 
Pert, and Dull. Pleaſant without Wit, 
Confident at firſt, without the Appear- | 
ance of an Argument, and at laſt Con- | 


vinc'd without a Reaſon. This is the 


Sort of Man whom Mr. Old- Faſbion has 
choſen to Play off, The Creature that 
He is to Confute, the Wretch that He 
Triumphs over. As to His Raillery, 
there is ſomething in it ſo Cold and In- 
ſipid, that no one but Mr. Old- Faſbion 

would have let Him continue it fo long. 
How Abſurd and Nonſenſical is that 
Project, of placing half a Dozen People 
at a Table, fo, that it is Impoſſible, but 
they muſt have the Cup given to every 
one of them, Firſt? (p. 11.) much of 
the ſame ſort is that Low Conceit, of 
carrying a Napkin to Church, for fear of 
daubing one's Fingers at theCommunion. 
(p. 10 But the ſtanding Jobe through- 
+ | out 


[5] 


out the whole Dialogue, is That of 


Drinting. This is carried from the 
Church, to the Tavern, and from the 


Tavern, to the Gin-Shop. With this 
the Author is ſo much pleas'd, that He 


puts it in a Hundred Ridiculous Lights ; 
and the whole Wit of the Dialogue turns 


upon a Point, which has been the Jeſt of 


the Prophane, ever ſince the Inſtitution 
of the Sacrament. But I mult tell you, 
Sir, What, the Thinking part of your 
Readers have complain'd of already, that 
This Kind of Burleſque, This manner of 
Confounding the Ideas of Drinking at 
the Lord's Supper, and at a Tavern, 
tends manifeſtly, not only to ridiculing 


the Account given us by the Author, 


You would expoſe, but to the Subject- 
ing, even the Iuſtitution itſelf to Con- 
tempt. Tis time therefore to be ſerious, 
and to ſhew, the IIl Conſequences of ſo 
light a way of arguing on ſuch a ſubject. 


| That the Need Bread and Drinking 


Wine is a Neceſſary part of this Holy 
Action, is What, I believe, every one 
Allows; that the Author of the Account 
(whom for diſtinction ſake we will call 


Our Author) has made u0 difference, be- 


twixt This Eating and Drinking, and 
an Ordinary Junket, and a Common 
Drink- 


F649 © 
Drinking-bout , is What, No one, but 
Vour ſelf, would have had Aſſurance or 
Partiality enough, to have Aflerted. 


However he may differ from Others, as 


to the Benefits annex d to this Rite, yet 
He has aſſerted, over and over again, 
that It is to be perform'd, in Re- 


membrance of our Lord, as a Memorial of 


His Body broken , and Blood ſhed for us, 
and as ſuch, to be diſtinguiſhd from an 
Ordinary Meal, or Entertainment. That 
Ridiculous Image therefore, of taking 2 
Whet in a Morning, and drinking a Health 
to all Abſent Friends, is juſt as Applicable, 
to the Lord's Supper itſelf, as to the 
Account given of it by our Author: a Man 


of a Prophane turn of Mind will apply all 


thoſe light Expreſſions, as well and as 
properly to the Euchariſt in its original 
Inſtitution, as This Remarker has done 
to What, perhaps, he will call a Win- 
cheſter-Communion. Tt may be ſaid, that 
the Notion of common eating and drink- 
ing at an Entertainment , 1s not to be 
Confounded with the partaking of the 
Elements at the Lord's Supper: And that 
therefore, This Ridicule cannot proper ly 
affect that Holy Action. I ſay, neither 
can It properly affect the Account of it, 
as deliver d to us by our Author, 70 
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12 
that for the very ſame Reaſon, becauſe he 
has induſtriouſly diſtinguiſh'd I from an 
Ordinary Meal, and ſhewn plainly, that 
the not doing this was the Fault, for which 
St. Paul reprov'd the Corinthian Con- 
verts. But then the Queſtion is, Whe- 
ther that Ridicule, which has been fo 
freely made uſe of on this occaſion, may 
not make other People as Merry with the 
Sacrament, as the Remarker 1s with our 
Author's Account of it? To be as clear as 
poſſible, for I would willingly prove 
every thing that I ſhall object to this 
Writer. He has endeavourd to ſhew, 
that the Sacrament,according to our Au- 
thor's account of it (which many People 
may think the Beſt, and perhaps the 
only Rational one that ever was given) 
is no Better, than a Club at a Tavery , or 
a Merry-meeting in a Gin-ſhbop; and 
does he think, that there are no Perſons, 
who will make as Free with His Commu- 
atop? The Action of Eating and Drink- 
ing is the Foundation of all his Drollery, 
This is Neceſſary to the Celebration of the 
Euchariſt, even after his manner, which 
is therefore juſt as liable to the ſame Ridi- 
culous Mirth. This he will fay, is Con- 
founding two very different Ideas. 


[8] 

T grant that it is: But what are all 
Addreſſes to the Imagination, but the 
great Means and Occaſions of confound- 
ing our Ideas? Is this Gentleman yet a 


Stranger to that Senſible Obſervation of 


Mr. Locke*, on the different Purpoſes, to 
which thoſe Faculties of the Mind, The 
Judgment., and the Imagination , are 
generally employ d? that as it is the 
Buſineſs of the one, to examine all our 
Tdea's with Accuracy and Exactneſs, leſt 
we ſhould be led into Errors, by miſtak- 
ing one Idea for Another : So tis the Ge- 
neral Employment of the other, to find out 
ſome ſort of Reſemblance or Similitude in 
the moſt diſtant Idea's, and to blend them 
together ſo Artfully, that the Difference 


may not be diſcern d, but we may miſ- 


tate one for another. And can we 
depend upon this Pictureſque Faculty of 
the Mind, that It will carry a Oro 
Similitude , or an Idle Alluſian, no 
further, than we have a mind it ſhould > © 
When we have permitted the free Exerciſe 
of it, in one Caſe, will It not claim a 
ſort of Right to Extend it ſelf to 41 
Caſes, which ſhall ſeem Parallel to It: 
Can it be expected, that Men who have 
been taught to ridicule Eating and Drink- 


ks Eſſay on the Underſtanding, lib. 2. c. 11. 
ing 
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| 91 
ing in Remembrance of their Saviour, in 
order to Expoſe one Particular Author, 
2 ſhould be perſwaded to think of it more 
3 ſeriouſly, and to talk of it more decently, 
when It is propoſed to them, by a leſs 
ſerious and leſs ſufficient Author? Is a 
Man to ſupply the Touth of the Univer- 
fty, with J7eſts upon the Sacrament, and 
then to imagine, that they will uſe Them 
only as He jhall direct them, only againſt 
the Author whom he would Abuſe, and 
not againſt the Inſtitution itſelf? Such a 
Conduct in a Clergyman may, I am ſure, 
have a very bad Effet upon Younger 
Minds, and if it does not give them a 
very looſe way of thinking of this Sacra- 
ment, It muſt be owing rather to their 
= own good Diſpoſitions, than to Auy in 
the Writer. | | Tp 
 Ttto this it ſhall be ſaid. That we 
have no reaſon to apprehend ſuch ill 
2 Conſequences, from any Performance of 
this Writer, that he is too well known to 
Mankind, to be able to Impoſe upon them, 
that no one ever ſuſpected Him to be 
in Earneſt, or Liſten'd to him with any 
bother deſign , than That of being Dj- 
verted, that This ſame Gentleman, has 
lately treated of the Joys of Heaven, and 
= the Terrors of Hell, in the ſame Ladicrous 
: * manner, 
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manner, with which he has nandiea the 
Doctrine of the Sacrament: and can any 


one think, that ſuch a Man, can be Seri- 


ous, or in Earneſt, upon any ſubject? 
For fear of being thought too Severe 1 


will admit of this very Odd Excuſe. T 1 
will allow fo Diverting a Divine, the 
Merry Andrem's privilege, of Saying in 


His way, Whatever he has a mind to. 


But then Lask, why will ſuch a Creature b 
pretend to Kmnowleds e, Criticiſm, and 
Reaſon ? Why will he wear a Solemn Face, 


with a Fools-Cap? and fo Unnaturally 


joyn the Hoctor, with the Droll > If we 


pardon his being Ridiculous in the firſt 


Dialogue, can we forgive, his being Un- 
juſt and Uncharitable, in the Second: If 
we allow Our ſelves, to laugh, at the 
Impertinence of Him and his Companion, 
at their firſt meeting, We muſt not paſfs 
over the Falſe Reaſonings, The IIl- 
natur d Inſerences, the Scurrilous Abuſe, 
and the moſt Impudent Reflections oſ his 
Second-day s Saverio 5 2 28 we F 
no come to Examine. 4 

This Dialogue has very little to & b 
with the Doctrine of the Sacrament, and 
conſiſts chiefly, if not entirely, of Perſo- * 
nal Abuſe againſt our Author. After the 


Firſt Morning Compliments are over , 
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which are the only Points in which the 
Remarker ſhews Himſelf a Gentleman; 
He begins the Converſation, with point- 
ing out Our Author more directly, and 
then endeavours to prove, that He can 
be No Chriſtian. I ſhall not examine the 
Points, whereby the Truth and Sincerity 
of any Man's being a Chriſtian, is, ac- 
cording to him, to be be try d; nor the 
Arguments which he brings from Scrip- 
ture to prove Them. I thall only ob- 
ſerve, that the Standard of his Faith ſeems 
to be, the Athanaſian Creed, and his Body 
of Divinity, Nothing more than Elis 
upon the Articles. 

But in ſupport of this Heavy Charge 
againſt Our Author, Mr. Old. faſbion at- 
tempts to ſhew, in the Firſt Place, That 
he does not believe the Divinity of our 
Saviour. This he proves in a very Ex- 
traordinary Manner by obſerving, that 
He no where aſſerts it. (p. 27.) Whar 
the Divinity of Chriſt has to do with 
a Diſcourſe on the Sacrament, I ſhall ne- 
ver be able to underſtand. Is an Author 
oblig d when he is writing upon one Point 
of Religion, to ſpeak upon A? And is He 


to be preſum d to disbelieve, whatever He 


does not mention? Perhaps it may be 
{ud, that as we commemorate chiefly 


Fe. k 6 the 


[OS 
the Fufferings of our Lord, in the Eu- 
cChariſt, it is more proper for us to re- 

member Him as Man, than as God. But 

there is no occaſion for this Plea, or even 
for obſerving, that the Mentioning our 
Saviour 's Divinity, would have been fo- 
reign to our Authors Purpoſe. The 
whole Form and Manner of the Remark- 
er's Reaſoning is to be denied and reject- 
ed; and his Censluson is as IIlogical, as 
it is Uncharitable. The drawing diſtant 
and unforeſeen Conſequences from an 
Author's Words, has generally been look d 
upon as an unfair Way of Reaſoning, but 
the making IIl- natur d Inferences, from 
What a Man has NOT ſaid, is What any 
One, who calls himſelf a Scholar, and 
profeſſes himſelf a Clergy-man, ſhould 
be aſnam d of. 

Suppoſe any one ſhould infer, that this 
Writer did not believe the Truth of 
Chriſtianity, becauſe he does not attend 
HisPariſh, and / inſtruct them in the Duties 
of it, Would not this be juſt as Fair a Way 
of proving Him an Inde, as He has 
taken of ſhewing our Author to be a So- 
ciniay ! I wonder that This Ingenious 
Gentleman did not endeavour to prove 
our Author to be a Jacobite : a Man of 
His Segacity might have obſery'd, that 

in 


1 
3 


. 
in one part of his Devotions, He has 
ray'd Be the King, wirhout mentioning 
His Majeſty KING GEORGE, all thoſe 
Arguments therefore of—its being proper 
--of His being led to it by what He was ſpeak- 
ing on—of its being reaſonably eæpected from 
Him—might have been brought, to have 
prov'd Somewhat more from This Omiſ- 
fron, than has been. hitherto ſuſpected of 
Him. Surely This is a Way of Arguing 
by Which Hereſy , Infidelity , Popery, 
or Whatever you have a mind to, may 
be fix'd upon any Man. The only Ar- 
gument that is brought in defence of this 
— condemning a Man, is a Quo- 
tation from a London — „ich I 
dare ſay the Remarker Himſelf looks up- 
on as Idle and Fallacious. He tlierefore 
= on at p. zoth, to draw near to what 
e calls a ftri& and poſitive proof, and 
bids us, take our Author's own Words, for 
his denying the Diviniry of Chriſt : The 
place he produces is this, viz. p. 124. of 
the Deyotions, Where Addreſſing Him- 
felt to God the Father, he ſays * Accept 
* of this Sincere profeſſion of my Faith in 
© thee, the only True God, and in Jeſus 
* Chriſt whom thou haſt ſent. The Re- 
flection made upon it by the Remarker is 
This—* That the Words, whom Thou 2 
wes | « lent 
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© ſent, being added after he had declar'd 
© the Father to be the only true God, muſt 
* Neceſſarily ſignify that he Believ d in 
* Chriſt, only, as a Divine Prophet, or 


Teacher, and not as God himſelf. I 


would ask This Gentleman, whether he 
ever read the New Teſtament, or how 
many years ago it may be ſince he look d 
into it. I would deſire Him to turn to 
it once more, and conſult the Goſpel of 
St. John, at the 17th Chapter and the 3d 
verſe : Where he will find, that the 
Words, He has been cenſuring, are the 
very Words of our Saviour: His Re- 
flection therefore muſt be upon our Lord, 
and not upon our Author. Strange! 
that a Chriſtian ſhould be ſo ſeverely re- 
flected upon, for Praying in the very 
Words of him, who taught us to Pray. I 
wiſh for the future, a Man may not be 


call d a Heretick, for ſaying the Lord's 


Prayer. A great deal more may be ſaid 
on this Occaſion, but I ſhall ſpare the 
Gentleman, and Charitably impute it to 
His Ignorance. This, Sir, is your firſt 
ſetting out, againſt our Author, This is 
the Method, by which you prove your 
terrible Charge againſt Him. 

Are Theſe the Things you call Argu- 
ments? Are Theſe the Qualifications ; 

| wit 
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0 | 
with which you ſet up for a Critick, and 
a Maſter of Reaſon ? As Well might eve- 
ry Scribler in Religion, call himſelf a 
Divine; and Every Occupier of Lodging 
in a Hall be ſtyled a HEAD of a HOUSE. 
But I have promis d tdexamine you, and 
muſt therefore go on. | 

As to all that Raillery that follows up- 
on Long Prayer, T ſhall only obſerve, that 
This Writer ſeems to be very much afraid 
of Lengthning his Devotions, and very 

Averſe to every thing, that ſhall look 


like to the Diſſenters :. 1 hope there- 


fore , for the future , that He will 
remember, That the Presbyterians are as 
fond of Long Sermons, as they are of Long 
Prayers. | | 
(pag. 33. of the Remarks.) The 
Second Article of Accuſation againſt 
our Author is, That he does Not 
Believe the Neceſſity of Chriſt's Merits to- 
wards obtaining Salvation. This he proves 
in his uſual manner, by a moſt manifeſt . 
Miſrepreſentation, and an uncharitable 
Inference from our Author's Words; At 
pag. 197. of the Preface to his Devotions, 
our Author is endeavouring to guard 
Men from an Error they are too apt to 
be guilty of: He therefore tells them, 
© That he cannot ſuffer himſelf, to direct 
* © any 
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any Chriſtians to ask Pardon of theit 


Sins, upon the bare Confeſſion of them, 
vor to expect it, merely upon their en- 


© treating Forgiveneſs for the Sake of Je- 
 *fus. Chriſt: But has thought it agree- 


* able to the Goſpel, to make it their own 
* Diſpoſition and Act, to ask and expect 
© Forgiveneſs, upon the Conditions only, 
© of Forſaking their Sins, and the Amend- 
ment of their Lives. Any one, I 


ſhould think, might look upon This as 


Religious and Chriſtian Advice: but our 


Remarker has found out in theſe words, 


an Intent of denying the Neceſſity of 
Chriſt's Merits, and teaching us to rely 


entirely on our own good Works. The 


Foundation for This, is, our Author's 
directing Chriſtians to ask for, and expect 
pardon of their Sins, on the Conditions 
only of forſaking them and amending 
their lives. May not any one ſee that 


in this place the Word only is oppos d, 


not to any Relyance upon the Merits of 
Chriſt, which indeed is not mention d 


here, but only to the bare Confeſſion of 


Sin, and the merely entreating forgiveneſs 
for the ſake of Chriſt. Tis Hard to have 
an Author's words rack d and tortur d, 
to expreſs a Meaning, Which was never 


intended; but tis ſtill Harder, to have a 


Man 
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Man Cenſur d and Condemn'd ; merely 


for not faying, what another has a mind 


Ne ſhould ſay, however improper it may 
be to the point, on which He is Speaking. 


But the Remarker has another Ob 


jection to this Paſſage, He will not only 


make it Hereſy, but Nonſenſe; and he 


is juſt as ſucceſsful in one attempt, as 


the other. Surely the asking or Expect- 


5 ing Forgiveneſs may be very well faid 


to be a Man's own Diſpoſition or Act, 
but it ſeems the Nonſenſe hes, in one 
Man's talking, of His making another 


Man's Diſpoſition or Action; but is there 
any thing more Common in all Langua- 
ges, than to ſay, that we make a Man do, 
what we Exhort, Inſtruct, or Teach Him 
© to. do? if this be Criticiſm, tis making 
tlie Art appear {till lower than ever to the 
World. But This is not to be a Critzch, 
but a Mord catc her. 
= -Fhe next Objection to our Author is, 
that p. 34. He does not believe the Perſo- 
nality and Godhead of the Holy Ghoſt: 


This is prov d juſt in the ſame Way, with 
the former Charge, by obſerving, that 


He is ſo entirely ſilent upon this Head, 
that His Readers may fairly Say to him 
as the Epheſian Converts did to St. Paul, 
x We have not [0 __— as heard, wet ber 


there 


118 ] 3 
there be any Holy Ghoſt. Beſides ti: | 
Weakneſs and Infaflicielicy of this Argu- 
ment, It happens to be abſolutely Falſe; 
our Author having more than once in his | * 
Forms of Devotion (p. 212, and p. 248.) ; 
pray'd for the Concurrence and Affittance | N 
of the Holy Spirit, towards our attaining 
Everlaſting Life. And Th#s the Re- 
marker has modeſty enongh to own, 
within 2 or 3 Pages of that place, Where 
He ſays, there is not one Syllable in the v 
Book, that looks that way. d 
T The Greateſt part of what follows up- lh | 
on Grace, is brought in, to no end or pur- N 8 
poſe, unleſs it be to introduce two Whim- h 
ſical Stories, (One of which is no more to * h 
His purpoſe, than if He had told us an; C 
other Story out of his Brother Pentet h. F 
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man's Jeſts, unleſs He ſuppoſes, that his 

little French Lawyer did really ſpeak, by | 

an Influx from the Deity.)—Where indeed 10 
he is endeavouring to ſhew, that our Au- 
thor has denied the Neceſſity of Divine 
Grace; He is guilty of a moſt groſs Miſ- 
repreſentation, and has deliver d his own 
Comment as our Author's Words, He 
is repreſented by him as aſſerting, at 
7. 154. That all (Spiritual) Benefits 
* receiv d by Reaſonable Creatures, mul. q 
boy receiv d in a Reaſonable Way, chat 1% 


1 119 
in ſuch a manner as they can fully Us- 
- EZ derſtand and Account tor.—The Inference 
> - is plain that as it is impoſſible for us to 
is Dnderſtand the manner, in which the 
= Holy Spirit operates upon us, we are not 
47 to expect Or pray for his Aſſiſtance 
Now as theſe words appear to us, Any 
one, who. did not turn to the Book, 
would believe, that they really did belong 
to our Author; and think, that there 
bo were too Juſt Grounds. far the Inference 
drawn, from them, But whoever will 
look into our Author's Account of the 
Sacrament, will find, that he has explain d 
himſelf in a quite different way, that he 
has ſhewn, what he means, by Reaſonable 
Creatures receiving Impreſſions, in a 
= Reaſonable Way , that is, according to 
: N | Him, in a manner, Conſiſtent with the 

Nature of Moral and Free Agents, not 
as Clocł-wort, or Machines, to be acted 
upon by the Arbitrary force of a Superior 
Being; as he explains Himſelf in the 
W Paſſage immediately following. How 
different does the ſenſe of theſe words 


i C2 which 


— 


TS 
which was made from them, is entirely 
remov d, by ſhewing them as they really 
of from ſo Partial and Unjuſt a Hand. And 


Faſhion obliged to Compliment his Friend, 


own, that He is ſatisfy'd. (p. 40.) Nay 
he begins, to be aſham'd of the Book, and 


But every body knows the Modern Me- 
thod of Dialogue, tis, as an Ingenious 


to be beat: at preſent, it may put us in 


a Modern Orator, and his Anta 9 mary wg 
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Trouble, unleſs he thinks that a man 
may be a very good Churchman, without 
being a Chriſtian. 
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and as a Member of the Church of England, 
Lord Sheftcbury, has 


yet after all this ſtuff, is poor Mr. New- | 


as 4 very fair Diſputant. (p. 26.) and to 


mind, of a Modeſt Diſputation, betwixt 


Our Author's ſincerity as a Chriſtian, 


are. But This perhaps is the leaſt Miſre- 
preſentation, which we have to complain 


ſorry that he had engag d in the Defence of it. (| 


Author deſcribes it, Aa game at Hot-cockle S, | 
where one Perſon lays down, on purpoſe 
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wh But to return to our Remarker. Having | 
i endeavour'd to prove that our Author is 
10 Chriſtian, His next attempt is to ſhew ?, 
that he can be no true Church man. But 
I paſs over This, together with his Civi! 
Hints to Him, to reſign his Preferments; 
For ſurely he might have faved us this 


W233; 
% 

31 
"xv 
bac”. 

2 

BE? 
"A 


&» 24M 
17 

1 * 

- 
3 
1 * 


S 
4 "FE FLEE 
— 7 1 
It; . ** 
15 > 
1 
* 

; 


To y 


2 * 7 4 

\ 
We 
FOE. 
t Th 8 


11 J 
has hitherto been impeach d, the Buſineſs 
of the Remaining part of the Dialogue, 
is to ſhew, that he has neither Judgment, 
Learning, or Sagacity, (p. 44.) To prove 
this he produces and endeavours to ex- 
poſe our Author's Paraphraſe on the 20th 
and 2 1ſt Verſes of 1 Cor. 11: (p. 49.) 
The Abſurdity he complains of is This, 
that our Author makes the Apoſtle, tell 
the Corinthians, that they did not receive 
the Sacrament worthily, becauſe they had 
behav'd themſelves indecently at the Ag- 
ape. Where and when (Say's He ac- 


W <cording to this Expoſition) da they 


©behave fo indecently ? at that Feaſt to 
* which they join the Lord's Supper. 
* Pray obſerve © Not while they are actu- 
*ally eating the Lord's Supper: But at 
that Feaſt which they meer at before the 
Lord's Supper. Theſe words which he 
has mark d as our Author's, and intro- 
duc d with a particular, pray obſerve, I 
aſſert, are no where in the Book. Nay, 
ſo far is he from ſaying any thing like 
This, that he has directly told us the 
Contrary. At p. 76. He lays expreſsly, that 
the Corinthians' had been guilty of great 
and Criminal Indecencies at the very time 
of the Celebration. Nay, he has told us at 
Propoſition the 14th expreſsly, and in Ca- 


pitals, 


i; 
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C2] 
pitals, that the whole Affair of eating and 
drinking UNWORTHILY, in St. Paul's 
ſenſe, is confined to the frame of our Minds, 
and our Behaviour, AT the very time of 


our Performance of this Religious Duty. 


And yet the Remarker has the Confi- 
dence to ſay, that our Author introduces 


St. Paul, as reproving the Corinthians 


for the Indecency of their Behaviour, not 


at the Lord's Supper, but at the Love Feaſt, 
and makes their unworthy receiving con- 


ſiſt, not in their deportment at the Lord's 
Table, but at their own. Which, ſays he, 


is contrary to what this Author has aſ- 


ſerted in other Places of his Book, from 
whence he would proye him Inconſiſtent 
with Himſelf, p. 49. The Conduct of 
the Remarker in this Place is without Ex- 
cuſe, for Tam ſatisfy d he can Read, he 
muſt therefore have wilfully over look d 
theſe Words, which ſo palpably contra- 
dict all that he has aſſerted. The whole 
of the Abſurdity, which he here charges 
on our Authar's Paraphraſe, is founded 
on Words, which are entirely his own. 
But this is not, as IJ have ſhewn, the only 
place where He has inſerted His own 
Comment as the Text of the Author 
he would abuſe: ſurely this is ſomething 


think 


worſe than Miſrepreſentation, I cannot but 
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think that it, in ſome meaſure deſerves; 


the name of Forgery. Tis true, that 
our Author in one part of his Paraphraſe, 
introduces St. Paul, as reproving the 


Corinthians, for their Uncharitableneſs, 


in excluding their poor Brethren, from 
that Feaſt, to which they join d the Lord's 
Supper : And he very rightly obſerves, 
that the Apoſtle feproaches them with two | 
Faults, the one of them was their not diſ- 
cerning the Lord's Body, but confound- 
ing the Euchariſt with a Common Enter- 
tainment ; the other was, their not ad- 
mitting the whole Congregation to their 
Feaſt ; theſe He diſtinguiſhes Carefully, 


throughout the whole Paraphraſe, and 


declares manifeſtly, that their Unworthy 
Receiving conſiſted in the Former, Had 

our Remarker attended to this, he might 
have been inſtructed by the Comment, 
he has endeavour'd to explode ; But hav- 
ing condemn'd our Author's Expoſition 
on this Paſſage of St. Paul, he is fo good, 
as to give us his own, which is indeed an 
Extraordinary one, I need only tran- 
{cribe it, to expoſe 1t—It runs thus. 


When you come together into one place; 


©( This is not to eat the Lord's Supper) 
that T am ſpeaking of, but the Ag aps.) 


let me add another Parentheſis , (that 
Og | This 
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This is got ſenſe,) and vet Another, 


(that This is not Engliſn,) and now let 
us go 00— For the Eating that L would 
condemn in you is, Where evety one 
s taketh before other his own Supper; 
that is, the Rich, who bring ſtore of pro- 
viſion along with them, eat it amongſt 
themſelves, and don t let the Poor have 


any ſhare of it, till after they have done 
with it, and can eat no longer; Which 
eating they ſometimes continue to very 


great Exceſs, (for as to ſueh a manner of 
eating, A. the Lord's Supper ; „I know 
very well that can t poſſible be done: the 
Eſtabliſh d Rules of the Church have ſet- 
tled that matter, and you mult neceſſarily 


be all joint Partakers/ together, ati one | 


time) I ſhould be glad to know, on what 


part of the Chapter, This Parentheſis is 
a Commentary, I. know, of none to 
which it can poſlibly refer, and I am ſure, 
It makes St. Paul give a very weak Reaſon, 
why Rules can not be broken, vis, be- 
caule they are made it would be ſtrange, | 


if they ſhould be broken before they ate 
made. But to go on with our moſt acute 
Commentator, * He obſerves, p. 46. that 
© Hitherto, Which is all that is containd |” 
in thoſe two Verſes, nothing is ſaid a- 
bout the Sacrament, which is not men- 
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tion'd by the Apoſtle, till the T wenty⸗ 
third Verſe, when he ſeems to bring it 
in as a Pattern, how they ſhould behave 
* themſelves at the Agape, by laying a 
* Streſs upon the Words Break, Take, Eat, 
* Drink ; or as St. Matthew expreſſes it, 
* Drink you Al, (which Words are Un- 
luckily left out by che Apoſtle) ſignify- 
* ing, that as our Saviour's Charity, and 
: Benevolence, was Univerſal, that as He 


was deſirous, that Al Faithful and Re- 
* higious Chriſtians, ſhould be equally 


* Partakers of the Benefits of His Body 
© broken, and Blood ſhed upon the Croſs, 
* fo they ſhouk take care, not to appro- 

© priate to themſelves, the Good Things 


© of this Life, but make an equal Diſtri- 


© bution of them amongſt their poor Bre- 
* thren, when they met together at their 
Common Fealt of Charity. 


This, Sir, is your molt extraordinary 


Expoſition on this Place of St. Paul. 


Let us examine It a little by the Original, 


for I am ſadly afraid, that you have look d 
no further than the Engliſh Tranſition. 
ZuvifhjGus our Pear Gin 73 ure, when »y 

came together into one place *, which lat 


Words may perhaps relate rather to an 
Action than E Place, « avs 7 Kverz.xov Nimoy 


id. 1 Cor, 7. 5. where the ſame Words are uſed. 
D a 
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[ 26 ] | 
ay, the Engliſh of which, according to 
vou, is, 1 am not ſpeaking about the Lord s 
Supper. £44505 78 To idboy qu Tea Gow &y 
79 gayeir In the eating that I would con- 
demn, every one taketh before other his 
own Supper, the Rich eat their Proviſi- 
ons by themſelves z kal & he mers, and 
the Poor have no ſhare in it, till the Rich 
have done with it, and can eat no longer, 
& c wdve, which Eating is ſometimes 
continued to Exceſs. Let this Comment 
be compar'd with our Authors, and I 
leave any Man, who has common Senſe, 
and underſtands Grammar, to determine, 
which is the Beſt, and moſt agreeable to 
the deſign of the Apoſtle. But you go 
on to obſerve, that hitherto Nothing has 
been ſaid about the Lord's Supper. Ac- 
cording to the plain meaning of the 
words of St. Paul, and the ſenſe of al! 
other Expoſitors, he has told his Diſci- 
ples, that when they met together, it 
was in ſuch a manner, as was not to eat 
the Lord's Supper properly, or as it ought 
to be eaten. But you ſay, the Sacrament 
is here mention d only occaſionally, and the 
Inſtitution of it is repeated, and ſet before 
the Corinthians, as a Pattern, how they 
ſhould behave themſelves at the Ag .. 
Strange! that St. Pau} ſhould inſtruct - Z 

Di- 


[ 27 } 
Diſciples , and that by a Divine Revelas 
tion, that when they eat their Suppers, 
„ they ſhould take, eat, and drink. You'll 
ay, that the force of the Argument lays 
in that Expreſſion, drink you A, that as 
All our Saviour's Diſciples partaok of the 
laſt Supper, ſo A the Brethreq, both 
Poor and Rich, ſhould have ſhared in the 
Agape, or Feaſt of Charity. But here is 
the great Misfortune, that St. Paul has 
not mention'd a Word of This, upon 
which the whole Streſs of the Argument 
lays. So that, According to you, St. Paul 
inſtructs his Followers, out of the Words 
of St. Matthew, which Words he either 
Forgot or neg lected to produce. Was there 
= ever ſo Monſtrous a Comment, ſo Ridi- 
culous an Expoſition; as I ſaid before, 
why will This Man pretend to Reaſon— 
But Thus it will always be, when Pzck/e- 
Herring takes the — of the Dactar. 
Pray, Sir, let me beg you for the future, 
not to meddle with St. Paul think of 
ſome other way of ſpending your time 
write Ballags—talk about Diſcipline— 
curl your Wigg—but for God's ſake, let 
alone the New Teſtament. 


'e 
y The next Objection to our Author's 
4 Character, is his ſmall Acquaintance with 


EccleGaſltical Hiſtory, and the Rites and 
D 2 Cuſtoms 


[ 28 } 


Cuſtoms of the Apoſtolick Age, p. 50: 
The only Inſtance given of This, is his 
ſuppoſing the Agape to be a Feaſt prece- 


ding the Celebration of the Lord's Sup- 3 


per, and not coming after it, as ſays this 

gemarker, it Certainly did in thoſe days. 
To this TI would anſwer, Firſt, That whe- 
ther the' Love-Feaſt was held before, or 


after the Lord's Supper, is a Point of ſo 
little Importance, that it does not ſignify, 2 
which way it is determin d; ſince not one 
of our Author's Arguments at all depends 
upon it. We may obſerve further, That 
this is a Point, on which the beſt and 
ableſt Eccleſiaſtical Writers are divided, 
and ſpeak with the greateſt Uncertainty. * 
The Learned Suicerus is of Opinion, with | 
our Author, that the Agape preceded the 
Celebration of the Euchariſt, in the Pri- 
mitive Church; and thinks it may be 
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prov d, from this Chapter of the Epiſtle ini 


to the Corinthians. Both Daille and Effi. 


#s concur with Him in this Opinion: 


And the Worthy and Laborious Mr. Bizg- 
ham (an Author, to be for ever Valu'd, 


and Reverenc'd in our Church) after ha- 1 il 
ving given the Arguments on both Sides, 


concludes with obſerving, that What 


* ſeems moſt probable in this Caſe is, that 

- - SE... R 1 e = | 
tin the Primitive Age, they obſervd s $ 
* certain © 


0 certain Rule ut this Matter, but had 
8 4 their Feaſt, ſometimes before, ſometimes 
5 4 after the Communion, as it appears to 


8 
TT * 
RX. 


have been in ſome meaſure in the fol- 


* 


s F lowing Age. Lib. 15. c. 7. It would 
| ave theretore been more Modeſt, in this 
4 Gentleman, not to have determin'd ſo 
3 beremptorily in a Point, which the Beſt 
Writers have ſpoken on with Reſerve and 
1 ncertainty. The Authority He brings 
From Pliny, ſeems not quite ſufficient to 
His Purpoſe; for 1 believe, thoſe Words, 
Facramento fe in aliquod obſtringere, will 
q pardly ſignify, to receive the Jacrament ; 
and I believe Pliny uſes the Word ele 
dentum, rather in a Claſſical and Military, 
than in a Religious or Eccleſiaſtical Senſe. 
1 But This, as I obſerv d before, is a Point 
i- ot ſo much Uncertainty, and fo little Im- 
pPortance, that an Author may ſurely be 
Miſtaken in it, without being reflected 
upon, for his Ignorance in Eccleſiaſtical 
:Antiquity. The Remarker is fo obliging 
zs to ask his Friend, if He will pleaſe to 
take two or three more Inſtances of the 
a- Wike Nature. I dare fay, if they had 
been produc d, they would have been of 
the lile Nature: But He is ſo good, as 
to ſave, both Himſelf and Us the trouble. 
And concludes this Dialogue with decla- 
F ring 
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Rakiſh Young Fellow in a Coffee-Houſe, 
who thought himſelf at liberty, to cut- 


1 
2 

: 
Ky 14 2 


ring, that He is fatisſy'd, that our Aw 2 
thor is not only an Inſincere Man, but à f 
worſe Critick, and leſs Judicious Writer... 
than He took Him to be. = 7 
Mr. New-faſpion begins the Third Dia- 147 
logue with acquainting His Friend with 
a moſt convincing Proof” that He has met 
with, © Of the very Bad Conſequences oi 
© the Fundamental Doctrine of this Book% 
© of ours, and ſince he finds the Conſe 
* quences of the Doctrine to be ſo bad, 
© he begins to ſuſpect that the Doctrine, 
© it ſelf muſt be ſo. This moſt Convincigg 
proof that he has met with, appears to be 
nothing elſe, but an Idle Story, of 2 
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off the Waiters Ears, merely becauſe it 
was not forbidden by the Sixth Com- 
mandment, And he is made to defend 
this Notion (p. 54.) from the new Book 
of the Sacrament ; which aſſures us, that . 
we mult not think above what is Written, 
of that which can receive its Value, on- 
ly from what is Written: and from hence 
is inferr d, the Inconvenience and Dan- 
ger of ſticking to the Letter of the Law 
(p 53. But T would ask Mr. Old- faſbion, 
whether he thinks the whole Obligation 


of this Command, of not maiming a Man, 
| : ; de- 


"= 4 [ 35 ] 

depends entirely upon its being Writes, 
r or whether there be not Antecedent Un- 
ber, Fitneſs in ſuch an Action, Prior even to 
. he Prohibition of it. What Parallel 
Dia. Kan there Poſſibly be, betwixt, our 
*Tauſeleſsly Wounding a Man, and our 
hot complying with an Inſtitution further, 
han we are ſtrictly Commanded by the 
Author and Appointer of it? The Fallacy 
therefore lies here, that He has mani- 
Xlſtly confounded a Negative Precept re · 
*Rraining us from an Act of Immorality, 
09; With a Poſitive Duty; Which ſurely can 
equire our Obedience no further, than it 
enjoyn'd us, by the Words of him a- 
ne who made it a Daty. Both his Ar- 
ument and his Story are therefore No- 
hing to the Purpoſe. In Return for this 
Story of his, I could if I thought proper, 
elt Him a Thouſand of the Inconve- 
MWience, Burthen, and Scandal, that have 
een brought upon Religion, by Men's 
ot adhering to what has been Written, 
and by their adding their own Inventions, 
© the Word and Ordinance of God. 
This, I am perſwaded, has been the great 
Pource of Corruptions in the Church, 
and one main Cauſe of the Disbelief of 
T-hriſtianity, | 
Hut I haſten to conſider what this Gen- 
tleman 
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321 
tleman has advanc d againſt what, He calli, 
the Doctrines of the Book. He has hi- 
therto attack d our Author with nothing, 
put Ridicule, and Perſonal Abuſe : Hef F: 
now comes, for about a Dozen Pages in 
the Laſt Part of His Remarks, to obj al 


to ſome Poſitions, [48 to be laid dowal | 
elation to this Sacra- 


by our Author, in 
ment. He ſays, that the Nature of the 


Conference, will not permit His Argu- F 
ments to be Long, and I promiſe 4 3 
that my Anſwers {hall be as Short, as His 


Ve 
+ by 


Objections. At p. 58. He draws up Five 


Poſitions, which He ſays our Author 
concludes not to be Neceſſary for us to 
believe or practice, becauſe they are not 3 
declar d to us in any Paſſages of the Ney 


Teſtament. The Firſt of theſe is, That 
of a Neceſſary Conſecration of the Ele- 
ments of the Lord's Supper by a Prieſt. 
This He ſays, our Author denies, as not 
being warranted by Scripture. This is 


&.: 


what 30 where appears from any thin g that 


Our Author has ſaid: But however, in, Hi 


5 


Senſe of Conſecration, I believe we may 


grant It Him, and let us ſee how He 
proves the Neceſſity of this Contecraign ' 


trom the New Teſtament. Pag. 39. 
He cries out againſt our Author's Stn-l : 
cerity, tor doubting whether our Saviour 

may ; 
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may be properly ſaid to have Bleſſed the 
Bread when He brake it; to ſatisty Him 
therefore we will grant Him This too, nay 
we will allow Him that Chriſt Bleſſed the 
Cup alſo, and if he pleafes wazenir ſhall 
ſignify the ſame with wayeir. And yet I 
cannot ſee how He will prove the Ne- 
ceſſity of His Conſecration from hence. 
For 'tis the conſtant Opinion of the beſt 
Criticks, on the New Teſtament, that 
due er 74, and waoyeiy 7a Oed dee Tr, 
to bleſs a Thing, and to bleſs God over 
it, or for it, ſignify the ſame. Thus in 
the Miracle of the Loaves and the Fiſhes, 
at the 8th Chapter of St. Mark, at the 6th 
Verſe, we are told, that our Saviour 
Ass 726 apres, de aelgi ws S A - thus again 
at the gth Chap. of St. Luke, at the 16th 
Verſe, xa2ar 5 Tis Apres & Tis e ix We, ayt- 
SAA vis A euere Tundynow ewnus, To the 
ſame purpoſe, and in the ſame words, we 
read at the 14th Chapter of St. Matthew, 
at the th Verſe. Theſe Places you 
muſt own are exactly parallel in Expreſ- 
ſion, to that Paſſage which you produce 
out of St. Mark, and I leave any one to 
judge, whether we are to underſtand from 
theſe words, that Chriſt Conſecrated the 
Leaves and the Fiſhes, or whether He 
only gave thanks and praiſe to God over 

| E them, 
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them, and beg'd a bleſſing upon them. 


may as well be ſaid to Cosſecrate every 
Meal we eat as we ought, that is with 
Grace over it. Tf you would have the Au- 
thority of an Antient Writer in confirma» 
tion of what J have been ſaying, I ſhall 
produce the Teſtimony of OGecumentus, 
who in handling that Paſſage of St. Paul, 
on which you build ſo much, (1 Cor. 10. 
16, ) 7d morheor ö be explains i it thus, 
: AL 2 za ν,u gehe, quod cum laude & + 1 | 
gratiarum actione adornamus, which we 
prepare, by giving Praiſes and Thanks Ne 
to God. If this be all you mean by Con- 
ſecration, I readily grant it to you. But 
it you mean an ny thing elſe, I muſt de- 
fire better Proof for it, than you have 
hitherto brought from the New Tefta- 
ment, and from thence only 1 ſhall ex- 
pet or acknowledge it. I know how 
far this Doctrine of Confecration. has 
been carried, and of what uſe it has been 
toward advancing the Intereſt and Do- 
minion of a certain Order in the Church 
of Rome, but J hope we have done with 7 
this myſterious Magick ; and T ſhall always 3 
Pray, in the words of our Author, That 
*all Thoſe who have departed from the 
Corruptions of Popery, may depart en- 
* tirely 
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© «tirely from the Spirit of it. Pag. 234- 


ol the Devotians.) 


Paul wrote This Epiſtle to his followers, 


4 


= As to This Conſecration's being neceſ- 
farily to be perform d by a Prieſt.— 1 
would ask you whether you are ſure, 
you can prove, that at the time when St. 


there were any Prieſts and Miniſters or- 


dain'd and appointed in the Church of 


Corinth. A Learned Divine, of our own 
2Z Communion, is of Opinion, That there 
were Not: And it ſeems ſtrange, if there 
were, that the. Apoſtle ſhould not ad- 
= dreſs himſelf particularly to them, and 
reprove them, for permitting ſuch In- 
decencies to be committed at the Celebra- 
tion of the Lord's Supper. And now 
Sir, if you pleaſe, you may uſe me, as 


you have done our Author, and call me 


A2 Diſciple of Tinda/s. I know not whe- 


ther This be His way of Thinking on thus 


; Subject is but if it e, I muſt tell You, 


I would no more reject a Truth 


1 becauſe it comes from a Heretick, than 


I would embrace a Falſehood becauſe it 


comes from a Doctor of the Church of 
F E | | 12 


Let it be obſerv'd, that all that is here 


© q faid is not meant to oppoſe the Propriety 
or Expediency of this Rite of Conſecration, 
. but 


0 
1 


[26] 


but only the Neceſſity of it. The Holy of 
Euchariſt may be more Solemnly and 


Decently perform d by this Ceremony, | Y 


but it would nevertheleſs be compleat 
without it. It may perhaps be objected IF 
to our Author, that He has in this Point 

oppos d the General Sentiments of Mankind + 
Which may be imputed to Pride and 


Self-Conceit, But I can not but think 


that there may be as much Pride in ad- tl 
hering to eſtabliſh'd Notions, as in de- 


parting from them. There appears to 
me to be more Se/f-Conceit in thinking 
ourſelves always in the Right, than in 


Acknowledging both ourſelves and our MR 
Fore-fathers to have been ſometimes in 


the Wrong. The Authority of Great 


Names, Whether Antient or Modern can | 


have but little Weight in a Church, 


Which is founded upon the Right of pri- by. 


vate Judgment, and which acknowledges | 
the Scripture Alone to be the Standard of 


Truth, the Rule of Controverſy, and the i « 


Meaſure by which all her Doctrines are 
to be tried. However to ſhew that Ou 
Author is not Alone in his Sentiments on 


This oint, I ſhall produce the Words of Y 


one of the Ableſt Divines that the Church © 
of England could ever boaſt of; Who had 


as much Learning, and perhaps a better, 


becauſe 


_ em II — — 


becauſe a more Unbyaſs d, Judgment, 
than moſt of His Cotemporaries; 


who wrote with a Freedom, the more to 


be admired, becauſe the leſs practic d in 
the Age wherein he livd. The Author. 


I am ſpeaking of is the ever Memorable 


iN Mr. Hales Who in his diſcourſe on the 
Lord's Supper, after having ſpoke on the 


fond Errors of Chriſtians in relation to 


= this Rite of Conſecration, ſays p. 62. 


Jo ſum up therefore what we have to 


ſſay on This Point, The Calling upon 


** © the Words of Conſecration in the Eu- 
cChariſt is too weakly ſounded to be made 


Argumentative. For the Action is per- 


in 7 © fe, whether theſe words be uſed or for- 
born: And in truth to ſpeak my Opinion, 


= © ſee no great harm could enſue were they 
quite omitted. Certainly thus much 
good would follow, that ſome part 
(though not a little one) of the Super- 
e ſtition that adheres to that Action, by 
e rxreaſon of an ungrounded Conceit of the 
Neceſſity and Force of the words in it, 
= < would forthwith fall away. And having 
mention d This Great Man, I can not 


help obſerving the Exact Agreement in 


many particulars betwixt Him and our 


Author, on the Doctrine of the Sacra- 


ment. I ſhall give you in a few words 
| ; this 


© ſigns indeed, but not of any thing there 4 


fach as are mentioned in the Scriptures. Þ 


[38] 


this Author's opinion on this important 1 
Point— * to ſettle you therefore (ſays 15 3 
in your Judgment both of the thing it- BY 
© ſelf, and of the true uſe of it, I will Þ þ 
© commend to your Conſideration des 5 5 
few / Propoſitions. = 
* Firſt, in the Communion there is 
Nothing given but Bread and Wine. 
"Mm Secondly „The Bread and Wine are L 


4 0 
58 9 * 
1. 


© exhibited, but of ſomething given long 
ſince, even of Chriſt given tor us on 
the Crols. 4 
Thirdly , Jeſus Chriſt is eaten at the i A I 


* Communion Table in no ſenſe, neither N 
© Spiritually, by Virtue of any ching done 1 
* there, nor really, neither Metaphori- 7 


* cally nor Literally, indeed that which Fw 
eis eaten (I mean the Bread) 1s called 1 
*Chriſt by a Metaphor, but it is eaten 
* truly and properly. 4 
 Fourthly, The Spiritual eating of Chriſt | Ir 
is common to all places as well as che 

Lord's Table. 9 
© Fifthly, The Vſes and Ends of the 
Lord's Supper can be No more, than 


And They are Firſt, the Commemoration 1 
« of the Death and Paſſion of the Son of | 

God, ſpecified by Himſelf, at the Inſti- 
© tution 


(300 5 


© tution of the Ceremony. Secondly, to 

elt our Union with Chriſt, and Com- 

munion with one another, which End 
uy 3 St. Paul has taught us. 

In theſe few Concluſions the Whole 
is A 4 Doctrine and Uſe of the Lord's Supper 
is fully ſet down, and whoſo leadeth you 
9 © beyond T his doth but abuſe you. Quic- 
i « guid ultra Queritur non Intelligitur. Th 
1 far This Incomparable Author, Who, as 
#* the Learned Biſhop Pearſon 5 
1 * was a Moſt Prodigious Example of an 
1 Acute and Piercing Wit, of a Vaſt and 
Unlimited Knowledge, and of a levere 


# Judge how far rheſe Propoſitions agree 
with our Author's on this Subject. 


y made upon them. | 

The Remarker for the Two or Phe 
} 1 next Pages puts on the Air of a Critick, 
A but Talks and Cavils much more like a 
Country School - Maſter. However I 
f 1 muſt follow Him- but firſt I would ob- 
1 ſerve, that if He could prove his Point 
i vis. That d was in this place an Adverb 


be very far from proving his Second 
7 Charge againſt our Author, viz. that He 
= had « enied the Duty of a Selt-Examina- 

= tion 


". *&; 


9 and profound judgment. Let any one ; 


But I return to Examine the Remarks 


4 of Time and not of Similitude, He would 
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tion before the Lord's Supper. For ou Eo 
Author has expreſsly ſaid at p. 65, where em 
he is Contending for a different ſenſe ii pe 
This Word, That by This He would L 40 
« not inſinuate that the Examination here 1 

© recommended, was not deſign'dto go be. h 
fore the partaking of the Lord's Supper 1 Ty 


or it is evident it was, Nor does this In.“ 1 


« terpretation imply it any more than the Kio 
Common one. He only thinks that the Yr 
following Verſe is not ſo well connected 
to what goes betore, by taking the word 
in one Senſe as in the other. Our Au- D 
thor indeed does not ſuppoſe it eh 2 

for a Man to make ſuch an Inquiſition up. 3 
on his Conſcience, every time he receives 

the Sacrament, as ſhall be the Labour off 4 2 


many Hours; And this I believe is what at 


even our Remarker does not think Him- 2 
As! 


; 2 Wo = 5 


3 le 
be to be conſider'd in This place as a Si- 4 


milar or a Temporal Adverb. That it is Ane 
properly an Adverb of Similitude, and 
ſignifies ita or ad hunc modum, can not be 4 mu 
doubted ; Whether it may not ſometimes, . ; 
and in ſome Authors be taken for tunc or 

tum demum , I ſhall not enquire. All} 3 Ke 
that I ſhall ſay is, that St. Paul, who uſes "the 
this word above Twenty times in this the 

Epiſtle, 


1 L411 
u Epiſtle uſes it as a Similar and not as a 
re fenporal Adverb, in this Senſe He uſes ; 
ot before in this very Chapter, and never, 

lad, s 1 know of, in any other throughout 

re the whole Epiſtle. For when He mentions 
Hen as an Article of Time, He conſtantly 

„ ſes the Word 74. I could confirm This 

n. py Inſtances, but ſurely This is enough 

de upon ſo Trifling a Point on which fo 


ſittle depends, rho' it ſhould be clear'd 


T% 
S, 
* 


dap by ever ſa many Quotations. + 

rd Your Third charge againſt our Author 
u- vas, that He had denied that there were 
Any Benefits accruing to us from the Act. 
P- / receiving of the Sacrament, p. 58. 
es by Actual here T hope you mean Worthy 
ol receiving, otherwiſe you mult ſubſcribe. . 
at Wat once to the Opas Operatum of the 
Papiſts.— This is indeed a Heavy charge, 


now that our Author ſpeaking upon the 
heneſits of this Sacrament, Has declar d 
That it is « Mean of leading Chriſtians to 
= ſteady Perſeverance in all that is good = 
Xp. 146.) an End, which is of itſelf Suſſi- 


Fient to make This Inſtitution Worthy 
the Author of it. He has obſerv'd fur- 
ther, that we are to expect from a due 
9 F ule 
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having denied that Any Benefits are to be 


Toa 1 
uſe of it, In General, All that Favour, litt 
Acceptance, and Good Pleaſure of Almighty Bp" 
God, which He has promis d and annex d t1% 
our Obedience to This as to all other of Hi 


the Nature ot the thing itſelt implied in ic 
this Rite, or reſult from it (p. 154.) 
viz. the Bettering our Lives and the Re. 
forming our Morals, which is the very on 
End of Religion itſelf. It was His Intent h 
to guard only againſt thoſe Fancied Privi. th 
leges, and Fallactous Impreſſions, Which 
are the Food and Support of Enthuſiaſm 
and Superſtition. How then Sir do you I 
ſupport your charge againſt Him, of his g 


receiv d from a worthy Receiving of the 
Lord's Supper? In the moſt Shameful# 
and Fallacious manner, by obſerving, 
that he has denied that All the Benefits off 
Chriſt's Body Broken and of His Blood 
ſhed, that is of his Death and Paſſion are 
Communicated to us at our worthy partak 
ing of the Sacrament. This indeed He has 
oppos d, as a very, Dangerous Error in P 
Religion, by which the Reward promis d f 
to the faithful obſervation of the Whole off © 
Religion, is annex d to one Particula'® 
part of it: and has ſhewn plainly, nter | 
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Mittle Foundation there is, for ſuch an O- 
pinion, from the only Paſſage of Serip- 
ture which is brought in ſupport of it. 
vou endeavour to defend this Notion 
lar, 


vion of the Blood of Chriſt, as the Bread 
„ of His Body: And wonder that our 
Author ſhould doubt of, or deny it. The 
only Argument of our Author's, againſt 


the Interpretation, which he puts upon 
the word Keule. but it may be faid | 
there is no occaſion for any Criticiſm on | 
ou Tliis word, there are much Stronger Ar- 


his guments againſt the Aſſertion you would 
be maintain viz. The whole Tenour of the 


the Goſpel, which never puts the Salvation 
ful of Mankind upon their Compliance with 
ng any one Duty—And the plain meaning of 


TE 
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the Apoſtle in this place. OL. 
7 Let us juſt compare our Author's Com- 
ment with yours; that we may ſee which 
is moſt agreeable to the Apoſtle's deſign, 
and way of Reafoning. St. Paul in this 


a 
- 


v 
"514 
. 

7 K+ <4-4 
EK 


3 
6 ö 
1 . 5 . 
46 
7 
4 


144 
partake of Bread and Wine in Honour of 
Chriſt, and in Remembrance of his Body 
broken and His Blood {hed for them. 02 


is 


this account therefore he ſhews them how 
unfit it would be for them to partake 

with the Heathens of Meats offter'd in 
their Temples in Honour of their Idols, 
to perform the ſame Sort of Action in 
Honour of Chriſt and of Falſe, Gods, to 

drink the Cup of the Lord and the Cup of 


Devils, to be partakers of the Lord's Table, 


and the Table of Devils, v. 21. But Ac-| 


- cording to you, the Apoſtle's Argument | 


ſtands thus: At the Communion you are 
made Partaker of All the Benefits of 
Chriſt's Body and Blood: and therefore 
What? therefore you ought: not to par- 


take of Meats offer d in Honour of Idols. 
How is this Argument adapted any more 


to this Cri ne, than any other? You Al- 


low, that he makes no Compariſon be- 
twixt the Benefits receiv'd in the Eu- 
chariſt, and the Benefits accruing to thoſe 


who cat of the Sacrifice offer d to Idols, | 


and for this plain reaſon, | becauſe the 


Apoſtle knew of none and could acknow- i 
| ledge none. But you ſay that the New | 


and half converted Corinthians might ſap- 
poſe, and believe, that ſome; Benefits might 
accrue to them, from eating of the _ 
| ET + then 


; 


„„ 

then Sacrifices. This is certainly a very 
weak and uncertain way of arguing ; and 
I know not by what Authority you tix ſo 
impious and abſurd a Notion upon Thoſe 
whom the Apoſtle calls 74 , ae, 
iynoubres i Re 168. tis highly probable 
and might be fhewn' from other parts of 
this Epiſtle, that the Corinthians com- 
ply d with this Heatheniſh Practice, Not 
out of a ſenſe of any Benefits accruing to 
them from it, but merely for fear of Per- 
ſecution, and St. Paal himfelf ſeems to 
clear them from any ſuch conceit in that 
place where he ſays, / hat ſay I rhen ? 
that tbe Idol is any thing, or that which is 

Fer d to an Idol is any thing? He there 
ſeems to argue ex confeſſo, and to take it 
for granted that the Corinthians them- 
ſelves! who partook of the offerings to 

Idols, did not expect any Benefit From 
them. FS 4 1 a 5800 . 2 80 . 8 t 

pon the whole therefore leave it to 
any one to Judge which is the beſt Expo- 
ſition on this Paſſage, which is moſt a- 
greeable to the deſign of the Apoſtle, 
and the Aalogy, on which the whole 
Argument is built. Whether According 
to our Author's Expoſition there be not a 
plain Connexion throughout the Whole 
Argument, and whether there be even 
hot | — 
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if you do really think that this place has 


| [ 46 } 
the Appearance of it in the other; and | 
Conſequently whether our Author or his 
Adverſary be the Ableſt Expoſitor of 
Scripture. From hence we may ſee how 
Inſufficient our Remarker's Endeavours 
have been to defend a point, which if He | 
could have ſupported, would have: been 


far from proving his Charge againſt our j 


Author: for ſurely there is a great and 
Material Difference betwixt denying that 
All the Benefits of Chriſt's Paſſion are par- 
taken of, or receiv'd in the Euchariſt, and | 
denying that there are. Any. The firſt 
our Author has denied, and if the Goſpel 
be true, He is in the Right, the other is 
Calumny, Falſely and I think I may ſay 
Wilfully, fix'd upon Him by the Re- 
marker. 115 9 
Your next Objection to Him, is that 


He bas denied the Lord's Supper to be an : 


Actual Covenant. p. 66. This you think 
contrary to Scripture, and endeavour to 
prove it to be ſo from Heb. 10. 29. * of 
how much ſorer puniſhment ſuppoſe ye, 
© ſhall he be thought worthy, who hath 
© trodden under Foot the Son of God, and 
© hath counted the Blood of the Covenant 
* wherewith He was ſancti fied, an Unholy 
* Thing. And now Sir, let me ask you, 


the 


py oY ws 


(4) 


the leaſt relation to the Sacrament of the 
| Lord's Supper, if you do, You are an un- 


= fir Perſon to ſer up for a Teacher of Man- 
kind, for tis manifeſt you do not under- 


— 0 © 2 


= ſtand one of the plaineſt paſſages in Scrip- 


ture. It is as clear as words can make it, 


— my 


that the Author of this Epiſtle is ſpeaking 


in this place of a total Apoſtacy from 


= Chriſtianity, and warning his Diſciples 
= againſt it by the moſt terrible Argument, 
by telling them that if after having re- 
= ceiv'd the Knowledge of the Truth, they 
© ſhould Sin willfully, in this Reſpect, viz. by 
forſaking Chriſtianity through fear or any 
= other worldly Motive, there ramains No 
more ſacrifice for fin, but a certain fearful 
| looking for of Judgment and Fiery Indigna- 
tion, fer if He that deſpiſed Moſes Law, 


al J periſb d without Mercy, of how much ſorer 


= Puniſbment ſball He be thought worthy, who 
= hath trodden. under foot the Son of God, and 
= hath accounted the Blood of the Covenant 
= mherewith He was ſanctif d an Unholy thing. 
Eo apply This therefore to the Sacra- 
ment of the Lord's Supper, is to take the 
= moſt effectual means to deter Men from 
approaching to it, tis to teach them that 
it they are guilty of any Sin after mga 
partaken of the Communion, they mu 

neceſlarily and Irrecoverably be Damn d, 
; tis 
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[ 48 ] 


tis this Ignorant and Hazardous Applica-' 
tion of Scripture, without - conſidering 
the deſign or intent of the Writer and on- 
ly juſt to ſerve a preſent. purpoſe, That 
has frighten'd men out of their Senſes, and 


made them dread the Lord's Table as they: 
would the /aff Tribunal. It has taught: | 
them to remember their Maſter with Hor- | 


tis plain from this 


» 


place, and to endeavour to puzzle your: 


Reader, and lead him from the point you 


wo © 85 


Yv OA tu Hob. ond 


as. ov. a tat ad. 
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( 49 ] 


are to prove; and I cannot but think 


Mr. Newfaſhion pays you a very Extraor- 


| dinary Compliment, when He tells you 
| He has found out Whereabout you are. p 69 


The Remarker has hitherto, in a moſt 


| Unchriſtian-like manner endeavour'd to 
ſhew that our Author is No Chriſtian, 


He is come at laſt not to allow him to be 
even a Sober and Conſcientious Deiſt. p. 70. 


The Occaſion of his being ſo Angry 


with him is upon a mere matter of Cere- 


mony, tis ogly whether ſome other poſ- 


ture be Neceſſary for us to receive the 


Sacrament in, than what is merely De- 


cent at a common Meal. This he ſays 


our Author has denied, and for This he 
charges Him with having very little re- 
gard to the Honour and Worſhip of the 


Almighty. We are to obſerve that our 
Author here, is not ſpeaking about what 


is Decent but what is Neceſſary ; which are 
ſurely two things vaſtly ditferent. There 


have been many and warm Diſputes a- 


mongſt Chriſtians about the Poſture, 
wherein the Holy Sacrament is to be re- 
cetv'd ; our Author therefore has gone a 
great way towards Arcommodating This 


| Difference, by making no particular Poſ- 
| ture Neceſſary to this Action; But this 


perhaps may be one Objecion to him 
Se G with 
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them Irreverent Slovens, that ſhew no Re- 


time has declar d, that She thereby de- 


gument be carried too far, I know what 


(%%% 
with ſome Men, that he has not on this 
occaſion Abuſed the Diſſenters and call d 


% Ld; : 


gard to the Body of our Lord. This has 
been the general way of treating them, 
which perhaps has made them leſs willing 
to comply with us in this Reſpect. Argu- 
ments may certainly be brought on both | 
ſides, either for Sitting, or Kneeling at 
the Euchariſt, and therefore neither Side 
ſhould be too Cenfident. Tis probable, 
that our Saviour did adminyſter the Ele- 
ments to his Diſciples, arazwawror , 
whilſt they Continu'd in the ſame poſture, 
in which they were at Supper. But as 
our Church has directed us to receive the 
Sacrament Kneeling, and at the ſame | 


„ K — — = — — ol 


ſigns no Adoration of any Corporal Pre. 
ſence of Chriſt in it, we have therefore 
good Reaſons for complying with a 
Poſture, which ſeems more Expreſſive of 
Devotion and Thankfulneſs for the Mer- 
cies we then receive. But let not this Ar- 


topperies have been brought into Re- 
ligion, under Pretence of Decency, and 
perhaps Men can never be too much up- 
on their guard againſt them. Our Re- 
marker ſeems indeed to be Particularly 

— Affected 


„ 
Affeged with every thing that relates to 
the Outſide of Religion, and has departed 
from the Spirit of Chriſtianity, whullt he 
has been Contending tor its Dreſs. Bur L 
would ask this Beau in Religion , which 
he thinks the greateſt Fault, — to Preach 
up an Indiference to any Particular Poſ- 
ture at the time of receiving the Sacra- 
ment, —or to call a Man ſomething Worſe 
| than a Deiſt for doing ſo. * 
Upon this Occaſion we have the Au- 
thority of Dr. S:#ing flees produc d, but 
| with Submiſſion to ſo great and able a 
Writer, I would ſay, that moſt of the 
Inſtances He has given, relate not fo 
much to God and His Worſhip as to our- 


W ſelves and one another: if we go to 


Church in a more orderly Dreſs than we 
| ©ſet in at Home—'tis not I Apprehend fo 
much out of Reſpect to God Almighty as 

to our ſelves and the Congregation : for 
I can never think that God will regard 
W whether I am in, the Faſhion or not, and 

that He will enquire, when I pray to Him, 
| Whether I do it in a clean Shirt or a dirty 


one. If we have the Pſalms ſet to the 


* Beſt Tunes! ſuſpect, it is more for the 
= fake of the Muſick than Devotion — and 
| ©1f our Bibles ate Handſomely Bound 
tis becauſe Mr. Church-Warden think's 
"2X Þ they 


| [7] 
they look Handſomer when they are ſo, 
they would nevertheleſs be the Word of 


God and the Book of Liſe. Vet theſe are ket 
the Points, about which weak Men are *. 
concern d, and Paſſionate: Men make o H. 
much Diſturbance. How eaſily might a . 
Rule be ſettled in theſe Reſpects, where 1 
Men had really the Spirit and Temper of . 
the Goſpel. Let Decency be obſerv'd, H 
but let not Charity be tranſgreſs d, for 5 
tis better for a Man to Pray all his Lite Wl x 
time in a Barn, than to Quarrel with a v. 
Neighbour about an Ornament in a pe 
Church. On this Occaſion give me leave ¶ u- 
to add thoſe divine Lines ot rhe Satyriſt, D 
Dicite, Pontifices, in Sancto quid facit Aurum? 3 
Quin damus id Superis, | tl 
Compoſitum jus faſque animi, Sanctoſq; receſſus | 
Mentis, & incoctum generoſo Pet us Honeſto : ” 
Hac cedo, ut admoveam Templis, & Farre litabo. 8 
a: 
I have now done with the terrible Ob- 15 
jections made by the Remarker to our, t! 
Author's Book, of which I will venture 2 
to ſay there is not one, but what is [ 
founded either on his own miſtake, or a J. 
manifeſt Miſrepreſentation of the Paſſages C 
and Notions He pretends to examine and k 
confute. | | V 
f | 8 


Our 


1 
Our Remarker has had ſuch ill ſucceſs 
with the Scripture, not having been able 
to ſupport any one of his Aſſertions from 
it, that at laſt he ſeems willing to bring 
| His Cauſe to another Bar, and try his 
Tenets by the Opinions of the Fathers. 
T ſhall not diſpute with him his Parallel 


Caſe which he brings from the Law. p. 73. 


He who was fo long at the Bar, mult 
| know the Practice ot it better than I do. 
| I ſhall only give ſome obvious Reaſons, 
why the Fathers can not be the moſt pro- 
per Judges to determine the diſputes 
which have riſen in later Ages about. the 
Doctrine of the Sacrament. Let it be 
conſider d that They wrote at a time, 
when there had been 0 Controverſy in 
the Church about the Euchariſt, They 
were not therefore ſo exact in their Lan- 
| guage, or ſo guarded in their Expreſſjons, 
as men are apt to be aiter a Controverſy 
is once. ſet on foot. The Chief Point 
that they Labour at is to give their Hear- 
ers a Reverential Notion of the Euchariſt ; 
Their Manner of diſcourſing on this Sub- 
jet is generally Sublime, Figurative, and 
Oratorical. It is therefore no wonder if 


they ſhould be guilty of ſome Expreſſions 


which if Strictiy and Literally taken, will 
g0 a great way towards confirming and 
f Sup- 


— . 


_ 

Supporting the Corruptions and Abuſes 
of the Sacrament which were brought on 
in future Ages : and of which the Au- 
thors and Tnventors always pretended to 
Shelter themſelves under the Protection 
of the Fathers. To confirm this I might 
produce many paſſages out of thoſe Anti- 
ent Writers: but I thall content my ſelf 
at preſent with alleging the Teſtimony of 
two very great Men to this Purpoſe, 
The Firſt of them is Biſhop Coſins, 
Who in his Hiſtor. Tranſub. p. 113. ſays 
expreſs|y— Non Abnuimus nonnulla 
apud Chryfof/omum, alioſque patres, in- 


*yeniri, Quæ emphatice, immo vero 
* Hyperbolice de Euchariſtia prolata 
* ſunt, & Que niſi dextre capiantur, In- 


* cautos Homines facile in Errores abdu- 
< cent. 


The other is that of Hoſplnian, 2 


moſt exact and laborious Writer, who 
has collected every thing that can be ſaid 
upon this ſubject in 2 Vol. in Folio. 

And he tells us (at p. 249. lib. 4. Vol. 
1.) Confirmarunt etiam Super ſtitioſorum 


Fominum Sententiam Phraſes Hyper- 


* bolicz primitivæ Eccleſiæ Patrum, qui- 


bus Majeſtatem & Venerationem quan- 
dam huic Sacramento Conciliare volu- 
*erunt. Any one then may judge whe- 

ther 


"and am 


[ 55 


| ther the Fathers are the Propereſt per- 


ſoris to appeal to in a diſpute about the 
real Nature of the Sacrament: I am ſure 
the particular Father you have produc'd, 
is a Writer highly improper on this Oc- 
caſion; tis well known, that He livd in 
an Age, when Superſtition had taken 
great hold of the Church, and wrote in a 
moſt Figurative, and Oratorical manner. 
Sach are the Authors with which the Ro- 
man Catholicks are beſt pleas d, and ap- 

ply moſt ſucceſsfully to their deſigns ; 
they take their Boldeſt Figures, and moſt 


1-8 Khetorical Flights, in a Strict and Literal 
10 BY ſenie, and then apply them, as they do 
85 the Scripture in Support of Contradict- 
H- 


ion and Nonſence. Of this ſort I take that 
Rhapſody to be, which you have given us 


that when we receive the Sacrament, we 
ate to become Eagles to fly up into Hea- 
ven, — to open the Heaven of Heavens, 
and ſee the Lord of Angels, and Arch- 
angels, and all the World; nay not only 
W © to lee Him, but to handle Him, to Eat 
Him, and to bring Him away with us. 
But pray Sir let me ask You, how You 
come to quote St. Chryſoſtom out of Bing- 
bam s Antiquities? I have a particular 
Reaſon for wiihing that you had conſulted 
$9 7 the 


out of St Chryſoſtom where we are told, 


you would have found that Jeſait as fond 


ledge of the Nature of the Sacrament, 


muſt take after an Vnmholſome Banquet 
upon our Author. T muſt own, Sir, 
and Right Reverend Writer of our 


been addreſs d to the Weak and the Igno - 
rant : It may ſerve as far as I know, to 


i 18 
the Original. Had you look'd into the 
Edition of His works by Fronto Duc æus, 


of this Homily, out of which you have giv. 
en us ſome Extracts, as You are Xourſelf. 
For he has mark'd it in ſeveral places of 
the Margin with Ezge, Chryſoſtome,— 
Enge, —Enge,—O Rare Chryſoſtom! Well 
Done! Well Done! This is to our purpoſe 
Exact as we would have it. (Pariſ. Edit. 
1636. And yet Sir This is the Writer you 
are for applying to, for a perfect Know- 


This is the Cordial which you ſay, we 


tis too ſtrong for my Head , and ſeems 
fitted only for the Palate of a celebrated 


Church, who in his Diſcourſe on the 
Sacrament, talks much of Celeftial Inebri- 
ation and being Druak with the Holy Ghoſt. | 

This is the tort of Language, which has 


warm their Hearts, but T am fatisfied it 
has confounded their Underſtandings + and 
I am perſwaded, that there is nothing ſo 
unlikely to give the Common ſort of 
People a Right Notion of the Sacrament, 


57 

as the: Books, that are generally put into 
their Hands, to inſtrutt and prepare them, 
for it. But I may perhaps take Another 
opportunity, to enter more largely into 
this Argument, and to ſhew, how. vaſtly 
ſome of our Divines have, been miſtaken 
in their Notions and Poſitions, which 
they have deliver d about the Doctrine of. 
the Sacrament... My Buſmeſs has hee 
hitherto entirely wich,,you,. 9550 deſign 
was to enquire into all that you have 
vanc'd againſt our Author; I have had 
occaſion t to ſa but little upon the main, 
Doctrine of His Book, what you have 
Ob jected to the Poſitions aid down, or 
pretended to be laid; down. by him con: 
cerning the Sacrament, 48 by. much th 
leaſt part of your performance; 'Therrel 
con ſiſts of, falſe perten e fouling Rez 
flections,!,;and, Uncharitable, Inductions, 
not ſo much from our Author's words, as 
your ow I have thereſore examin d you 
throughly, Where you have oller d at 
9 — J have demonſtrated that you hays 
None.— Where you have pretended t 
it, IL have ſhewn that it is Scurrility an 
Prophanem{s,. Might I flatter myſeli4 that 
what 1 have ſaid will. haye any good, Ef- 
fe& upon you that yau, wauld., take to 
your ſal, A ſhare of that, pyetty Modeſty, 

H which 


which in the Laſt bah you give to 
your Antagoniſt—that you would retire. 
as he does, © with— 1 Bluſh —1 was very 
muth to blame— I am Cos founded. 

I have now done with the Remarker. 
But'T am yet to make an Apology for 
myſelf, for having meddled with Him at 
all, I know tis the Opinion of Senſible 
People, that ſuch a Writer ſhould have 
been neglected}, and paſs'd over without 
any Notice But the Caſe is plainly This: 
4 Gentleman of the Higheſt Station, and 
the Greateſt Character in Our Church, 
has been traduc d and vilified as a Man 
without 'Knowleds Judgment „Since- 
rity, or Religion; He has been implicitly 
call'd a Block-head, a Knave, and an In- 
fidel. This has been done by One, who 
i= What T have fhewn Him to be. 


It has been gone in fo tight and laditron: . 


à manner, as is likely to affect even the 
Subject of the Debate; and to expoſe the 
Sacrament itſelf to Contempr.— Tt has 
been Publickly done in a Place, where 
Youth are to receive their firſt Impreſſions, 
Conſequently where Any Ridicule may 
be Dangerous, and ſuch Early Prejudices 
may be fx d, as may be of very ill Con- 
ſequence in future Life. And ſhall No In- 
dignation be ſhewn againſt ſo much Inſo- 


lence? 
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lence 2 Shall Such a Writer eſcape without. 
any Notice 2 Boys may perhaps 1 imagine 
he has Wit, and Prejudic 4 Perſons that he 
has Reaſon ; there can therefore be No 
Harm, in {pending : a few /dle Hours on 
ſo Idle an Author, in ſhewing him to the 
World in his proper 9 88 and paint- 
ing him as he. really is. The Hol 
Action which he has Ridicul d, and the 
Author he has Abus'd, make him wor- 
thy of ſome Notice and Correction. 
As he now appears to us, The Serious 
[Part of the Univerſity muſt be highly 
i with the light and trifling man- 
ner in which he has rreated the molt So- 
llemn AQ of Religion, in his frf Dia- 
Rogue, All who call themſelves Gentle- 
i en and Chriſtians, will be Shock d ar 
the Abuſiveneſs of the Second; and they 
ho pretend to be Scholars, will be as 
much diſſ leas d with rhe Ignorance and 
falſe Reaſoning, fo Apparent in the Laff. 
WSome things have been incident ally ſaid, 
Which may in ſome meaſure tend tow ds 
ſexplaining the Doctrine under Debate, 
lit but little has been ſaid on it, 'tis becauſe 
I have been oblig d to purſue à Writer, 
hose buſineſs it has been to lead us from 
the Main Point of the Controverſy. 
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As to the Manner in which I have | 
treated this Writer, I declare my ſelf realy | 
concern'd at the Neceſſity of uſing it. 
J am ſenſible of the Moderation, . 1 
cency and the Temper que to All, Who 
differ as Gentlemen and Chriſtians from 
Us—T lament the Acrimony and Bitter- 
neſs with which Religious Controverſy is 
too often conducted. But in this Cale 
the Crime is to be Charg'd entirely on the 7 
Aggreſſor. There is no way of Anſwer 
ing the Ignorant and Abuſive, but by 
| thewing they are ſo. I hope that the 2. 
Correction which has been beſtow d on 
this Writer, may prevent others from be- 
ing guilty of the ſame Fault, and I ſin- 
cerely with, that if This Controyerſy 
on the Nature of the Lord's Supper is 
to be continued, it may be carried on 
with all that Decency which ſo much be- 
comes Divines, and be Concluded, With 
anſwering the deſign with which, I dare 
ſay it was Begun, by clearing the Doct- 
rine from the Difficulties. and Darkness 
in which it has been involy d, by inform- 
ing Men's Minds and Conſciences ina 
more Perfect Knowledge af one of the 
molt Important Points of Religion, 
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OXFORD, Auguſt 28th, 17 35. 
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